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tion ascribes to the Scriptures, is no authority at all.
It leaves the question open as to the meaning of the
Scriptures, and the Liberals only ask that reason and
conscience*may be used to determine what contents of
the Scriptures are divine.

The first objection which the Liberals made to the
creed was its vagueness. It was not worth the
trouble of the orthodox to pass it. The only way
left by which we can know the divine in the Scrip-
tures is by what in England we call the i verifying
faculty7 within. The Liberals at the Synod saw
clearly that, after granting so much, it was illogical
in the Evangelicals not to grant all that they wanted.
M. Yiguie argued that the Liberal view of the
Scriptures was fairly inferred from the confession of
Eochelle. JSTo question has been so trying to Pro-
testants as the question how they know the Scriptures
to be the "Word of God. We are familiar with the
sad shifts to which the old divines of the Church
of England were driven when pressed by Roman
Catholic controversialists to answer this question.
They did not, like the modern ' Catholic? Anglicans,
fall back on the authority of the Church. That could
not be done logically by those who denied the infalli-
bility of the Church. The only other alternative
was that of the Calvinistic confessions, which relied
on the testimony of the Spirit. To this Laud and
Chillingworth and Stillingfieet appealed, But this
testimony is internal. It speaks to something within
man; it is a renunciation of external testimony,
M. Vaguie identified it with the testimony of con-
science.